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REMARKS 

In the present Office Action, claims 1-6, 8-10 and 12-28 are pending. 
Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2^^ paragraph, as being indefinite. 
Claims 1, 2, and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated by Takahiro et 
al. (JP7-328408). 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Takahiro et al. in 
view of Gross (JP43.19511). 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Takahiro et al. in 
view of Takei et al (US 5,507,868). 

Claims 6, 17-20, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Takahiro et al. 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Takahiro et al. in 
view of Arami et al. (JP62-294461). 

Claims 8-10, 12-16, 23, and 26 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claims 25, 27, and 28 are allowed. 

Claim 24 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the 1 12, 2"^ paragraph rejection. 
Applicants have amended claim 24 to change its dependency as it should be without 
entering any new matter for overcoming the 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2"^ paragraph rejection only; 
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Discussion of the Office Action Rejections' - 

Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2"^ paragraph, as being indefinite. 

Applicants have amended claim 24 to change its dependency as it should be without 

entering any new matter for overcoming the 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, 2"^ paragraph rejection only. 

As indicated by the Examiner that claim 24 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome 

the 112, 2"^ paragraph rejection, Applicants submit that as currently amended, claim 24 has 

overconie the 35 U.S.C. 112, 2^^ paragraph rejection, and therefore, claim 24, as currently 

amended should be allowable. 

Claims 1 , 2, and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated by Takahiro et 
al. (JP7-328408). 

In previously submitted amendment and argument dated Dec. 19, 2007, Applicants had 
submitted that **the rotating drum in claim 1 has no air passages at the peripheral wall thereof, ^ 
while being of a ventilated type*'. 

Addressing to this argument, the Examiner contended in the current Office Action: 
"wherein said rotating drum includes one end (area about element 15) and an opposite other end 
(aligns with 1^ (3)) along the direction of the axial line and an outer peripheral wall (area about 
element 8) that connects said one end and said other end, said outer peripheral wall has no air 
passage, said one end and said other end are respectively provided with an air vent 

Applicants respectfiilly disagree with the Examiner's comment. 

Page 10 of 15. 



PACE 11/16 • RCVD AT 5/7/2008 7:41:28 PM [Eastern Daylight Time) " SVR:USPTO.EFXRF-5/41 - DNIS:2738300 " CSID:949 6600809 " DURATION (mm-ss): 03-14 



05/07/2008 WED 15:46 FAX 949 6500809 USPTO 



1^012/016 



Application No. : 1 0/526,787 Docket No.: JCLA16283 




Referring to Figs. 1 and 2 together, it woxild be more convenient to learn about the 
distinction between Takahiro et al. and the claimed invention. 

As interpreted by the Examiner, "one end" is read on by "area about element 15" and "an 
opposite other end" is read on by "area aligns with leg (3)" along the direction of the axial line, and 
"an outer peripheral wall" is read on by "area about element 8". 

However, as shown in Fig. 1 , the interpreted "outer peripheral wall" does not connect said 
one end and said other end of the rotating drum. On the contrary, the interpreted "outer peripheral 
wall extends from (connects) a bottom (rather than area about element 15 which is interpreted as 
reading on the one end) of the rotating drum to the other end. 

Further, as shown in Fig. 2, fbe element 8 is ^parently an additional member attached to 
the rotating drum and configuring an air path thereby, and is not a wall of the rotating drum at all. 
In addition, such an additional member does not connect said one end and said other end of the 
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rotating drum, and thus does not qualify as reading on the peripheral wall of the rotating drum. 

In this manner, in Takahko et al. reference, only element 2 as shown in Fig. 2 having air 
passages configured therewith qualifies as the peripheral wall. 

The following is a part of mechanical English translation of Takahiro et al. which is 
extracted firom the web page of the Japanese Patent OfiBce. 

**[0018] The vent 10 of a large number which open for free passage two or more air ducts 8 
provided in the shaft orientations of the peripheral part of this rotating drum 2 and the coating 
chamber 9 to which processing of the processed material I is performed is established at several 
places of the drum section of the rotating drum Z By this, the dry exhaust air (gas) 12 introduced 
from the supply duct 11 flows through the accumulation horizon of the processed material 1 which 
rolls within the rotating drum 2, This and the through-flow-drying structure discharged outside 
from the exhaust duct (vent pipe) 13 open for free passage are formed through the air duct 8 from 
the vent 10 located in the bottom . The entrance slot 14 is formed in the flank of the rotating drum 2, 
the opening and closing cover 15 attached to this entrance slot 14 is opened, and the processed 
material 1 is thrown into the coating chamber 9. The dry exhaust air 12 of this may be a pan 
coating device aerated by the opposite direction, " 

It is apparent fix)m the above description and Figs. 1 and 2 that Takahiro et al. clearly 
discloses air passages (vent 1 0) formed in the peripheral wall of the rotating drum 2 through which 
the process gas communicates between the inside of the rotating drum 2 and the ventilation 
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chaxmel (air duct 8), which is similar to the prior art described on page 1, line 19-page 2, line 8 of 
the present specification and shown in Fig. 18. 

As such, Takahiro et al. £ails to teach the claimed limitation "'said peripheral wall has no air 
passage". 

Further, Applicants submit that *the air vent at said other end overlaps a layer of the 
granules inside said rotating drum^ and "wherein the process gas supplied into said rotating drum 
through said air inlet is passed through said layer of the granules inside said rotating drum to be 
exhausted from said air outlet". 

Addressing to this limitation, the Examiner interpreted in the current Office Action that 
"lower air vent (13) coincides or overlaps a layer of the granules filling the inside of said rotating 
drum". 

However, as a transitive verb, as defined by Merriam-Webster online dictionary 
(http://www.merriam-vyebster.com/dictionarv/overlap\ the word "OVERLAP"' means **to 
extend over or past and cover a part of or "to have something in common with". However, 
as shown in Fig. 1, there is nowhere of the air vent (13) presented 'to extend over or past 
and cover a part of or *to have something in common wdth" a layer of the granules. The air 
vent 13 stays apart from the granules inside the rotating drum. 

As such, for at least the foregoing reasons. Applicants submit that Takahiro et al. fails 
to teach each and every limitation of claim 1 , and therefore the present invention as set forth in 
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claim 1, and its dependent claims 2 and 4 are submitted to be novel and unobvious over 
Takahiro et al., or any of the other cited references, taken alone or in combination, and thus 
should be allowed. 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Takahiro et al. in 
view of Gross (JP43-1951 1). 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Takahiro et al. in 
viewof Takei et al (US 5,507,868). 

Claims 6, 17-20, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Takahiro et ah 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Takahiro et al. in 
view of Arami et al. (JP62-294461). 

Responsive thereto, Applicmts submit that claims 3, 5, 6, 17-20, and 22 depend on 
allowable independent claim 1, and thus should also be allowable. 

Allowable Subfect Matter 

Claims 25, 27, and 28 are allowed. 

Claim 24 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the 1 1 2, 2"^ paragraph rejection. 
Claim 24 has been amended, and the allowability thereof has been discussed above. 
Claims 8-10, 12-16, 23, and 26 are objected to as being depmdent upon a rejected base 
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claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Upon the amendment to claim 1 . Applicants have discussed the allowability of claim 1 as 
above. As such, claims 8-10, 12-16, 23, and 26 now depend on allowable independent claims are 
now in allowable forms. 



For at least the foregoing reasons, it is believed that all the pending claims 1-6, 8-10 and 
12-28 of the present application patently define over the prior art and are in proper condition for 
allowance. If the Examiner believes that a telephone conference would expedite the examination 
of the above-identified patent application, the Examiner is invited to call the undersigned. 



CONCLUSION 



Respectfully submitted, 
J.C. PATENTS 



Date: S^-^^ — Z.^^^ 




fe«^i Huang ^ 
Registration No. 43,330 



4 Venture, Suite 250 
h^ne, CA92618 



Tel.: (949) 660-0761 
Fax: (949)-660-0809 
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